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SECURITY EQUIPMENT BRANCH 


FUNCTIONS AND ACTIVITIES 


FUNCTION 25X1A 


Provide an intrusion alarm program for iy 


Mammy foreign installations. 
ACTIVITY 
A. Test and evaluate alarm equipment to ensure 
that the Agency has state-of-the-art security alarm 


systems. 


B. Develop through ORD and OTS both improved 
and Agency peculiar equipments. 


C. Install and maintain intrusion alarm equip- 
ment worldwide. 


II. FUNCTION 
Develop hardware,specifications and policy regarding 
safekeeping equipments including safes, locks, vault doors, 
vaults and secure areas. 
ACTIVITY 


A. Test and evaluate safekeeping equipment. 


B. Participate in government sponsored tests 
of security construction. 


25X1A 


C. Develop special security devices such as 
De. Develop techniques for inspectin hysical 
security equipment for evidence Pec ae eae 25X1A 
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III. FUNCTION 


Develop hardware and Agency policy regarding classified 
material destruction devices. 


ACTIVITY 


A. Test and evaluate commercially available 
destruction equipment. 


B. Through the manufacturer, modify equipment 
to Agency needs. 


C. Participate in government sponsored develop- 
ment programs. 


IV. FUNCTION 


Maintain continuing liaison with security personnel 
of other government agencies as well as representatives 
of commercial -4 engaged in the production of security 


equipment. 
ACTIVITY 


A. Act as the Agency's representative to the 
Interagency Advisory Committee on Security Equipment 
which is primarily engaged in the development of 
specifications for physical security equipment. 


B. Periodically visit the manufacturing 


facilities of the major producers of security 
equipment to consult on new developments. 


et EEA be sseuieeacusenses 
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IDENT I Apprové@ F ofReleasel 2OOML09/9.2: CIAFROBEIROSSSRAGO7POAANARE ent responsible 
for testing and evaluating alarm equipment 
to ensure that the Agency has state-of-the-art 
security alarm systems. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B op me: COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


JLViS10N 3D 
EVALUATION: | DATE: . 


“What is (are) our reference(s). for this activity? Date(s)? pe 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes Via No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 
A CWE Yy ECEMEWTS OvEreSEAS) 29K1A 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes a 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes } No ( 
No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes 
If so, how? : 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trangferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
if so, where and why? . 


Can another component do the eae more efficiently? Less costly? 


More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does. the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ¥% 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being Daley gee OS that you feel is more 
‘important than this one? Yes - No If so, what? .- She 
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IDENT TAfOWEO RoORel|AgSe12000109/0 27 ARBARABI9S23RNN979A020084;3 onent responsible 
_ ' for developing improved and Agency peculiar 
25X1A  «2.larm equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security. 
Division 


EVALUATION: . DATE: 


2) Wov 1946 
oe 73) OIG) OD 90 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Aeaiey rene (MMMM reece) 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes - No / 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No | 

If so, how? 


What is (are) our mee.) SD for this activity? Date(s)? 


_ Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trangkorred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? 5 


Can another component do the aD more.efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? ; gre “S 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoyl 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? , 


Is there any activity not now being purse? by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? . Yes No If so, what? .- Yas Gears giae | 
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IDENT TAHA VEDROWReleasP 1200N99/02rHIAGRORSIB09823R000799020024,3 onent responsible 
for installing and maintaining intrusion 
alarm equipment worldwide. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 3 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/SEB 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is 


Is (are) Yes a No | 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


; 25X1A | 
ACY CEMENTS aay OVERSEAS) 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No a 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes _ No 
If so, how? ee ca 


ivityv? Da: ? : : 
ctivity? Pareto} BX 1A 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trangéferred 
tc another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the actWity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include any, hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withofit 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes - No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? . Yes No. _ Lf SO,° What? oe ; 
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‘IDENT [Bi re7@ RoORelAase12000109/02T GIA RPRSB0GB23RINGZAAD20024B onent responsible 
for testing and evaluating safekeeping 
equipment. : 


ACTIVITY CODE: III 
EVALUATION: 


‘What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? © Yes v4 No | 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? linn 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No . 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 

If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? , - 


Can another component do the wae more.efficiently? Less costly? 


More properly? Yes _No If so, which component and why? 


. 


Does the activity include ae questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? .~ 


—_——— 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


‘Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
' important than this one? Yes No . if so, what? .. . © eet ta 
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IDENT TAB WVEd RoWRelaase12O910 9/021, GIAGRDR SIBANB2AALIN 9902002 Aon ent responsible 
for participating’in government sponsored 
tests of security construction. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B Cc 5 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
JLV1IS10n b 

EVALUATION: DATE: 

. 25X1A og, 

What i IS activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes Ten | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


ed 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes “4 No we 

Do{es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No yY 
If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be Sy aaa 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_ 
if so, where and why? : 


Can another component do the geen more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include any hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


ee 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoxt 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued/by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? _Yes No If so, what? Bh Tas beaten 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020024-3 


IDENT I RRDWPEOROOREIR ACT OP P09 O21 A NF oop ee IN 0902002 t Ss onent responsible 


for developing special-security devices... 


ACTIVITY CODE: III COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
) B 


EVALUATION: 
25X1A 


“What is our referen Lc activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No vA 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


AGENCY KCEIA ENTS OVER S595) 25X10 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes a | 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes i No / 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 7 
If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trapsferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the act ity more.efficiently? Less costly? 


More properly? Yes _No 


a trreren 


If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anyphing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? _- 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued, by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? iVES. No ‘WZ If So, what? - _ ee ee 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 7 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
N1Vvision 5 
EVALUATION: - DATE: 
25X1A . ; 
What is activity? Date(s)? 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes A 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Avsucy cisneyTs UMM ossts 200 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes S No | Vi . 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes — No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trandforrea 
_ to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? , * 


——— 


Can another component do the ara more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes _No If so, which component and why? 


es 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


—_—_—_— 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withglt 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? ; 


Is there any activity not now being pursuey/by OS that you feel is more - 


important than -this one?.u.Yes ... No A” If SO, What? = 00 0 feyga ttt 
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25X1A 
IDENT I Bpprovéed F onRelgage, 200f1/09/ 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/SEB 

EVALUATION: DATE: 
See 25X1A peace 
What is tivity? Date(s)? 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes A No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 

NC Ely ECEMEUTS OVERSEAS) 25X1A 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No j 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes - No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No VA 


If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be tran¥kferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? a 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


(—etwrtnceinomen 


Does the activity include a (thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? f° = 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursue “by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No .- ‘If so, what? . ioe istics 
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IDENT I FAppro6a' FOFRAGTSAI00/09/03'}, GlA5RBP 8aBGN823B009700020074-9. nent responsible 
: for testing and ‘evaluating commercially 
available Classified material destruction 


equipment. 
ACTIVITY CODE: III COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
1vision 
EVALUATION: . DATE: 
25X1A 


What is ivity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in 58k e? Yes No . 
_Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) o S activity? 


“esHley ECEMUENTS 


he 

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No ie 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? . 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tragS ferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? “ 


Can another component do the activity more. efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include any hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No {| If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No _ yY 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursuey/by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No. Tf Sos. What? 32° «* Pn ad WSs: ae 
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TDENT T APGAOVEOI of Relea se 2000/09/02 h GIAFREPSEBEIS2GRONG70NN2007%4r> nent responsible 
for working with-the manufacturer to have 
commercially produced classified material 
destruction equipment modified to meet 
Agency needs. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B ‘C) 10 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
. Jivision B 
EVALUATION: DATE: 
7 a 25X1A | Fae eS 
SC 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes vA No 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


No 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes y 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes. No 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No wa 
If so, where and why? , . 


Can another component do the acphvity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


tre 


~ 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No | If so, what? ; 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoxst 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? , 


Is there any activity not now being pursue by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one?..Yes - No | If so, what? —.- Bs eens ee 
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IDENT T ApBroveGiF 06 Releg se 2000109/02 4 SIAR ERBWB2IRQN7 90920034 -3onent responsible 
_ for participating-in government sponsored 
programs for the development of classified 
material destruction devices. - 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B (c) 11 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division B 
EVALUATION: . “. DATE: 
_ XT 7 = ot : 
— Ps 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 
VEEN EY i LISMEALTS. 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes~ No 
If so, how? 


OVERSEAS) 25X1A 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trangferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? os, 


Can another component do the act Wity more ,efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


ee 


Does the activity include any, hing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? a ee 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoyt | 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being ca OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? _Yes No If so, what? Rea Tee 
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IDENTI Kpprolvé@F ofRel&adal 2NUDI09/07 bh CIA-RDPESBOGS2SRENAHIPP2AQAKBDnent re sponsible 
for acting as the Agency's representative 
to the Interagency Advisory Committee on 
Security Equipment which is primarily engaged 
in the development of specifications for : 
physical security equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 12 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security 


ivision 
EVALUATION: . ; DATE: 
| , — 25X1A Te, OM 
— = 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes a No | 


Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 
Avoncy sen 37: e275) 290 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? ol ae Va | 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trangferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? : 


Can another component do the scyvity more .efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes - No | If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anyborane questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoyt _ 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursu by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? ..Yes No - If so, what? ee ee 
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IDENTI ADSASEA I oPRewEES ZOUDIN/OThEORBPEsBeds2sRo07DO2¢NIMjgnen t responsible 
for visting manufacturing facilities of the 


major producers of security eaMtEment to 
consult on new development. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B oe 13 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security 
; )pivision B 
EVALUATION: DATE: : . 
25X1A 


“What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes va No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


ANCEHEY ECLTFVEV] S ee © <<< 25X1A - 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ] No 74 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? ‘Yes No 


Tf so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trapSiorred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? ; 


Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly? | 
More properly? Yes No | If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include qpything ducstionsute in the light ad 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witnglt 


Is there any activity not now being pursue by OS that a feel is more 
important than this one? .Yes No . If so, -wha - - 
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A > d F : c 
Og UNCLA CeEED or ame a : CIA RDPSSBOPSTSRUNFIDERTTAL © | O SECRET 
ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET 


SUBJECT: 


(Optional) 


EXTENSION zi NO. 


DATE 


and Plans Group x5311 10 March 1975 


TO: (Officer designation, room number, and DATE 
building) OFFICER'S COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom 
ae INITIALS to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 
RECEIVED FORWARDED 
1. [ _ 
Chief, Security Equipment vie 
Branch Under Objective B57104 the 


2. Office of Security will re- 
view and validate all Office 
tc [T => AT of Security functions, 
3. activities...to ensure effec- 
tiveness, economy and efficie 
The attached documents re- 

A, | present two milestones under 
that objective. Milestone l, 
the components identified 
5. their functions and activities 
Milestone 2 was establishment 

of a format for evaluating 

6. | ~|these...activities. It is re- 
quested that Security Equip- 
_|ment Branch review the attach 


_— 


a 


7. ments and: 
a) Certify that there are no 
Sh deletions/corrections/ 
8. additions to be made to thé 


previous listing submitted 
al by your office. 


9. b) Review the Identification 
of Activity statement on 
| each evaluation sheet to 

10. ensure it fully equals to 


the comparable activity 
from your offices listing. 
1. c) Use the attached format 

to evaluate each individua 
activity. 


rom GIO ete" [] SECRET [| CONFIDENTIAL [_] \he'cuty LJ UNCLASSIFIED 


